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Before Simms, Hairston and Rogers, Adm nistrative Trademark
Judges.

Opi ni on by Sinms, Adm nistrative Tradenmark Judge:

On Cct ober 29, 2001, applicant filed a request for
reconsi deration or nodification of the decision issued
Sept enber 27, 2001, wherein the Board held that the term
OPTONI CS was nerely descriptive of applicant’s goods and

services. In its request, applicant seeks to anend its



application to the Suppl enental Register, and has submtted
an anendrment to allege use.?!

Trademark Rul e 2.142(g) provides that an application
whi ch has been consi dered and deci ded on appeal will not be
reopened except for the entry of a disclainer, or upon
order of the Comm ssioner, but a petition to the
Comm ssioner to reopen an application will be considered
only upon a showi ng of sufficient cause for consideration
of any matter not already adjudicated. As can be seen,
this rule does not permt reopening by the Board of an
application for the purpose of an anmendnent to the
Suppl emrent al Regi ster. Accordingly, applicant’s request

for reconsideration or nodification is denied.

YI'nits amendnent to allege use, applicant asserts use of its mark only
in connection with its goods and has deleted reference to its services.



